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FROM THE RELIGIOUS INQUIRER 


ROMISH AND PROTESTANT CHURCH- 
LS UNITING. 
No. I. ; 

Mr. Editor,—In a former number, I endeav- 
ored to exhibit some of the signs of the Umes, 
which point towards an approximation of the 
Protestant and Romish Churches. In this, I 
purpose to continue the parallelism, and to show 
by analogical deductions, that whatever may be 
the pretences, or whatever the terms of oppro- 
brium in fashion, in speaking of the “ Mother 
church,” still, their amalgamation is indicated, 
as written § with the point of a diamond’ and is 
approaching to its consummation with the steady 
mareh of time. The wheels of revolution rare- 
ly retrograde ; and judging that certain causes 
will, in similar circumstances produce similar 
effects, I dare to foretell with confidence, that 
the alliance, to which I have already alluded, is 
near, even at the door. 

Among the devices forming the system of cler- 
ical legerdemain in use among the Catholics, is 
the assumption of miracles, as being wreught in 
favor of their tenets. (his device has prevent- 
ed the veil of mystery from being rent from top 
to bottom. Nodogma has appeared too absurd 
to stand the test of this ordeal, and no abomina- 
tion has been too great to be thus sanctioned.— 
No Protestant of much information will doubt 
this, as applied to Romish Church, and facts, 
will evince that the same device is practised, e- 
ven in this enlightened age, by the Protestant 
church, and for the same odject. In ‘Tract No. 
155, published by the American Tract Society, 
two miracles are recorded relative to conver- 
sions ; and such is the connexion in which they 
stand, that, the obvious intent of the writer is 
to hold up a clergyman or two, as the media 
through whose prayers these miracles are 
wrought. Other tracts, and numerous publiga- 
tions retate to a variety of similar transactions, 
imputed to supernatural agency. Among a va- 
riety of this description, on which my eye is fix- 
ed, I will extract from one published in the E- 
vangelical Magazine for Noy. 1794, printed in 
London. It is related of a Mr. Grimshaw, an 
[.piscopal clergyman for a number of years be- 
fore this singular conversion. 

“ As soon as he was set down, he found bis arms 
from above his elbows, and bis legs from above his 
knees, cold us death. Those about him kept rub- 
bing them with a supply of hot cloths, more than an 
hour, but he gat no heat. While this was doing, be 
was sitting all the while with his faee erect, with bis 
eyes open, and lifted up to the ceiling, fell intoa 
‘ragce, in which he saw a dark foul passage, into 





which he must go; and beme entered, saw a very 
high wall on the right hand, on the other side of which 
was heaven, and another on the left band, on the oth- 
er side of which was hell. He heard, or rather over 
heard, somewhat of a conference, betwixt God 
the Father and the Lord Jesus Christ concerning 
him, and for a long time it eeemed to go bard egainst 
him; for God the Father would have him to be-dam- 
ned—but the Lord Jesus pleaded for him. At last 
he evidently saw the Lord Jesos thrust down his 
hands and feet, as it were below the ceiling, while he 
remarked that the nail holes were ragged and bluish, 
and streamed with fresh blood. Instantly be was fil- 
led with joyful assurance; his arms and legs grew 
comfortable warm, he rose ep and found himself per- 
fectly well, was filled with joy in the Holy Ghost, 
and cheerfully performed the afternoon service.” 

Besides the blind respect, which assumed miracles 
vbtained for the Romish clergy, they gave them an 
almost unlimited control over the purse-string’s of a 
superstitious and priest-ridden people. Let faets tes- 
tify whether the saine effects have, or have not fol- 
lowed similar impositions op the understandings of 
Protestants. That exceptions to this rule occur, is 
only proof ofthe general proposition. Sects, in Pro- 
testant countries, often split as widely as possible. for 
other reasons than a full persuasion ef the truth of 
their tenets, and the arcana imperi are as well under- 
stood in the formation of religious fashions, as in any 
of the operations of political policy in states and king~ 
doms. Hence the reason why certain accelerating 
measures for the grand catastrophe, to which TI have 
a!lude@ are more tardily adopted in some sects than 
in others. That the same gravitating cause is, how- 
evér, secretly at work in all the sects, which hold to 
certain essentials, is a8 evident to the mind of the wri- 
ter, as the light of the midday sun. 


It is well known that the Papists bold, that out of 


their church is no salvation. They maintain, howev- 
er, that men are judged in another world, according 
to their deeds in this; so do Protestants. But the 
moment a heretic is proved to bave deserved heaven 
by their own principles, he can only obtain it by 
joining their church. This is also the pith and mar- 
row of modein Protestant orthodoxy. In the tract 
already noticed is a case in point. Two men are 
there represented as about going down to an endless 
hell for not believing in the dogmas of John Calvin, 
for no other reason is even hinted as the cause of dan- 
ger. They are represented as uncommonly amiable 
and moral, and in astate of reconciliation with God. 
But they were out of the church and consequently 
out of the ark of safety. 

It is thus that heresy in opinion is considered as 
worse than vice, and that the only state of salvation 
is a state of belief in adecree, which is termed by the 
celebrated reformer, a horrible decree ! 

Papists insist on the infallibility of the Pope, and 
of course, that he cannot do wrong. Hence the doc- 
trine of passive obedience and non-resistance. Pro- 
testants do not indeed claim that it is impossible for 
them to do wrong, but they claim for councils, compo- 
sed of men professedly fallible as individuals, a cer- 
lainty of thinking and doing right. On this princi- 
ple, the Syvod of Dort, whe sat in judgment on the 
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oninion of James Arininius, condemned Barnevelt, 
who stood in his room, to die on the scaffold, in con- | 
formity to the cruel principles and sanguinary Con- | 
duct of the founder of their order, the murderer of 
Servetus. 

Popish leaders forbid the use of the sc 
the laity, as endangering theirsalvatiou. P 


rotestant | 


rather than the light of divine truth. And when 
the prophets, apostles, and Christ himself deli- 
vered divine Coctrines, they excited violent op- 
position among those whose deeds were evil. 


riptures to Af, then, Universalism is a divine truth, how are 


we to aceount for the fact that it does not ex- 


° ‘ e * . ; 
leaders grant the use of the scriptures, with ap inter- | cite the same virulent enmity among abandon- 


on the understandip of them, uoder the ed and wicked men now, as whe 
ictment 3 


j 


pains and penalties of avathemas in this world, and | 
the never ending and insufferable torments of a lake | 
of quenchiless fire inanother. It is possible that some 
may perceive a distinction in these cases, but the dif- 
ference of principle in the two cases remains to be 
pointed out. egas ; 

Having noticed the importance of Calvinistic sent- 
ments, attached to certain cases, it may be supposed 
that these are the sentiments on which the clergy 
preach, from which they start, and to which they re- 
cur. Nothing is, however, farther from the truth.— 
They remain in creeds and confessions, and occasion- 
ally come in for a share of hopor on particular occa- 
sions, merely as a bar to the salvation of heretics or 
infidels. 

When I commenced on this subject, my intention 
was to close my remarks upon it in the first essay.— 
Finding the subject strengthened by examination, I 
purposed to extend it toa second number, and now 
that a second is written, long enough for one publica- 
tion, without occupying all the ground which I had 
contemplated, I shall reserve the conclusion to a 
succeeding number. PETER. 

FROM TRE CHRISTIAN REPOSITORY. 
Waitsfield, Dec. 1, 1824. 


Rey. Sir: 
A friend has lately favored me with the 
fourth volume of your periodical work. I ob. 


: n taught by 
Christ and his aposties ? Or rather, since men 
are pleased with the idea that God will not 
eternally punish them for their wickedness, why 
did they in ancient time hate the teachers of 
this doctrine? In the apostles’ days, trutli ex- 
cited the fears of men, and caused them to be 
anxious about their salvation. Why then, if 
Universalism be true, is no alarm produced at 
the present day, under the preaching of this 
doctrine? The doctrines of the apostles brought 
multitudes to repentance and to the practice of 
eodliness ; but Universalism produces no such 
effects in the present age. If. then, Universal- 
ism is the same doctrine which the apostles 
taught, isthere no difficulty in accounting for 
the fact that different results have attended the 
preaching of it in ancient and modern times ? 

But I shall confine myself to the considera- 
tion of a particular fact which I have not yet 
mentioned. Before { bring this fact into view, 
a few things will be premised. 

If the doctrine of the universal salvation of 
all men be a revealed truth, it is one of the most 
important truths of the word of God. This 
position is too evideut to need proof. 

Universalism is likewise a doctrine which 





serve with satisfaction, that though you adve- 
cate the doctrine of universal salvation, yet 
you permit the arguments of your opponents, 
stated at full length and in their own JarPuage, 
to occupy a considerable portion of your pa- 
ges. When I received the volume, I was about 
to prepare an argument against Universalism, 
for a monthly publication in New-York. As it 
was a part of my object to offer the argument 
for the consideration of those who had already 
embraced the sentiment, as well as to use my 
humble exertions to prevent others from receiv- 
ing it, { felt.a desire to have it placed directly 
under the observation of those who belong to 
your order, On reading the above named vol- 
ume, a prospect was presented that I might ef- 
fect this desire through the Christian Repository. 

If the doctrine in question be an error, it is 
doubtless a most dangerous one, and ought to 
be opposed by all the powers of sound logic. 
On the other hand, if it is a scripture doctrine, 
and God has designed that we should receive it, 
the arguments and objections of its opposers 
should be brought forward, that they may be 
examined and refuted by the advocates of 
trath. 

Universalism appears to me irreconcileable 
with certain facts. Several might be mention- 
ed, which, on supposition that this doctrine is 
truth, admit no satisfactory explanation. Christ 


/ 





teaches that men love the darkness of error, 


produces a great practical efect on the lives of - 
men. Wherever it is believed, its influence is 
visible in the course which they take relative 
to their eternal concerns. If, then, Universal- 
ism) is a most important truth relating to the 
eternal destinies of men, and tending to influ- 
ence their conduct with relerence to futurity, 
and if God has designed that we should believe 
this doctrine, doubtless he has given us the most 
clear and convincing evidences of its truth.— 
For there would be a dreadful hazard in receiv- 
ing this doctrine an] suffering our practice to 
be influenced by it, if its truth were involved in 
the smallest degree of uncertainty. But it can- 
not be supposed thatGod intended we shou!d haz- 
ard any thing by believing his word. He could 
not design that we should venture our everlast- 
ing concerns on a doubtful question. We may 
be assured that if God intended to teach Uni- 
vetsalism in his word, he has taught it so clear- 
ly that no reasonable doubt can be entertained 
concerning its truth. But why should [, in ar- 
guing with Universalists, labor to prove what 
they believe? If I mistake not, they consider 
Universalism to be one of the most indubitable 
truths of revelation. 

Universalists not only contend that their sys- 
tem is clearly revealed in scripture, but that it 
is in itself rational. I will admit it is rational 
on the supposition that it is true, at least no truth 
can be contrary to reason. I will suppose it 
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to be as much a dictate of reason as a doctrine 
of scripture. 

Evidence tends to produce conviction in our 
minds. We havea principle in onr nature 
which causes us to believe a ea hecanse 
it is evident, or because it is evinced by some 
kind of proof. Evidence is the proper ground 
of faith. ‘The degree of our assent to aay doc- 
trine should be regulated by the degree of evi- 
dence by which it is supported. 

But unhappily, we are often influenced in 
inatters of faith by our Interests and our feel- 
ings; or we incline to believe many 
merely because we wish them to be true. 


ry day furnishes abundant proof of this remark. | 
| Salism is false, the circumstances attending the 


We are in very. great danger of being led into 
error while investigating any subject in which 
our interest is concerned. 
of feeling or inclination on the understandings 
of men, that it frequently causes them to resist 
the strongest degree of proof, and embrace that 
side of a question against which evidence vast- 
ly preponderates. 

When evidence and inclination concur, they 
may produce a strong degree of faith. But 
when they counteract each other, one or the o- 
ther wiil prevail according to their re*itive in- 
fluence. Evidence often prevails against strong 
inclination, and inclination frequently over- 
comes powerful evidence. 

Now in considering the doctrine of universal 
salvation, an alternative is presented to our 
minds. Either this doctrine is truth, or it is er- 
ror. But whether it is truth or error, a fact 
otfers itself to be accounted for. In accounting 
for this fact, we must have regard to the well 
known principles of our nature above stated, 
and to the circumstances under which the fact 
exists, We may suppose the doctrine true, or 
we inay suppose it false. If the fact be possible 
and natural on one supposition, and impossible 
on the other, then that supposition which ex- 
hibits the fact as possible and natural, is truth, 
while the other is error. A hypothesis which 
is incapable of being reconciled with a known 
fact, should not be admitted as true. 

I now mention the fact which I have in view, 
A vast majority of those who have the bible in 
their hands, and examine it for themselves with- 
out note or comment, do believe in the absolute 
eternity of future punishment, while a compar- 
atively small number embrace Universalism. 


_ The majority includes a great cumber cf the 


impenitent class of people, who would rejoice if 
they could be assured that they shall be happy 
in the world to come. The small minority who 
embrace Universalism, is, without doubt, part- 
ly composed of this same class, who have no ra- 
tional hope of foture happiness but from the 
truth of this doctrine. 

Now let us suppose that the doctrine in ques- 
tion is true. The circumstances under which 
the fact exists will then be these —The doc- 
trine suits the interests and feelings of the great 
mass of mankind, because it leads them to ex- 


things | 
k.ve- | could find no parallel, and admit no explanation. 


Such is the influence 





pect eternal happiness, whether they becomé 
bely in this life or not; their understandings 
naturally assent to it as rational: and it is so 
clearly and strongly taught in the word of God, 
that not one reasonable doubt of its truth can 
be entertained. The fact, under such circum- 
stances, is unaccountable, and, without a. mira- 
cle, would be impossible. Vhat mankind should 
continue from age to age inthe belief of a sen- 
timent against their interests and feelings, a-* 
gainst the plain dictates of reason, and against 
the most convincing evidence of scripture, would 
he an anomaly in the intellectual world which 


But if we take the supposition that Univer- 


fact will be these. The interests of the great 
mass of mankind, incline them to wish that the 
doctrine might be true; but the word ef God 
plainly teaches us that it is false. It is easy to 
perceive that the fact, under such circumsian- 
ces, is just such as might be expected. Tak- 
ing into consideration the principles which have 
been stated, and reasening @ priori, we might 
cone to the conclusion that some would enter- 
tain the pleasing idea of the salvation of all 
men; while others, overpowered by evidence, 
wonld believe contrary to their wishes. 

That the incorrigibly wicked will receive 
punishment without end, is a sentiment which 
prevails wherever the word of God is known. 
By what means dues such a sentiment prevail ? 
This qvestion must be solved in one or the o 
ther of two ways. Either the scriptures have 
led to the belief that there will be endless pun- 
ishment, or else this doctrine is the invention of 
men. ‘The character of the doctrine forbids 
the latter supposition. Quod volumus facile 
credimus. Men easily pervert scripture from 
its plain meaning so asto make it convey e 
sense agreeable to their wishes; and their in- 
genuity is often employed to this end. But they 
will not, without being compelled, receive a 
doctrine which they dislike. They never would 
explain away the plain declarations of scrip- 
ture, in order to bring themselves to believe that 
they deserve eternal misery, and that God will, 
in many instances, inflict what they deserve. 

If the language of scripture is such as to pro- 
duce upon the minds of men, the impression 
that there will be an eternal state of punish- 
ment, surely God must have designed that this 
impression should be produced. For upon 
this all-important subject, Infinite Wisdom 
would not suffer such language to be employ- 
ed, as only tended to lead us into error. The 
true sense of scripture, therefore, may be con- 
sidered as determined by experiment. To know 
what God intended to teach, we have only to 
ascertain what impression his word has actually 


made. ITHAMAR SMITH. 


REPLY TO ITHAMAR SMITH. 
In examining the remarks of ovr friend, we 
find no arguments to oppose, that profess to be 
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founded on direet scripture testimony. His ar- 
guments are drawn from certain premises, which 
undoubtedly appear very different to him from 
what they dotous. The ground of opposition 
which he adopts, we are sensible, is not an un- 
popular one ; and though we anticipate no in- 
superab'e difficulties in removing the objections 
to our own satisfction, we shall be equally suc- 
cessful in the opinion of our friend. We can- 
not, however, but indulge the humble hope, 
that he will perceive our ground to be much 
more tenable than he has heretofore been accus- 
tomed to believe. 

One of the strong and popular objections to 
our views, is, that our doctrine is readily re- 
ceived by wicked men ; of course it does not 
“ excite violent opposition among those whose 
deeds were evil,” as did the divine instructions 
of Christ himself. 

A few plain matters of fact will set this sut- 
ject in a clearer point of view. It is said that 
the preaching of Christ and his apostles excited 
much opposition; but the preaching of the Uni- 
versalists is not attended with the same effects 
among the general mass of mankind. Now, al- 
though we do not consider this a full and fair 
representativa of the case in question, we would 
now beg leave to offer a few remarks on what 
naturally excites men to opposition to the pro- 
mulation of any new religious system of doc- 
trine. This opposition, we have reason to be- 
lieve, as often arises from other circumstances, 
as from any thing in itself particularly odious 


ee 





These they were not willing te part with; and 
because the salutary doctrine of our Lord was 
calculated to correct the abuses of Pharisaic e- 
vils, they became his inveterate enemies. 
Now let us attend to the question, “ If, then, 
Universalism is a divine truth, how are we to 
account for the fact, that it does not excite the 
same ‘virulent enmity among abandoned and 
wicked men as when taught by Christ and his 
apostles ?”” From what has already been said, 
our readers will perceive that this “ viralent en- 
mity” against our Lord and his apostles, was 
not so much exercised by those generally called 
the openly abandoned, as from those who were 
“ wise in their own eyes, and prudent in their 
own sight.” The first of these characters, if 
they saw little in our Lord that they desired, 
they saw little that excited their abhorrence and 
contempt. They ever found him harmless, in- 
nocent and inoffensive. But the latter like the 
craftsmen of Ephesus, are afraid some dainage 
will accrue to their goddess Diana, whose com- 
parative importance is accounted nearly equal 
to that “ whom all Asia and the world worship- 
peth.” Our friend will be willing to allow, 
that though Universalism does not excite so 
much opposition among those who are usually 
called the wicked, vet there ts no denomination 
in the religious world, so much despised as are 
the Universalists. This position then, so fat 
from making against us, is the very ground in 
which we appear more conformed to the an- 
cient, christian, and apostolic influence. 

There is another idea which we would notice 





in the newly proposed system of divine instruc. 
tion. This is true with regard to the opposi- 
tion to our Saviour, and we believe is equaily 
true respecting that which the Universalists are 
called toendure. Where our Saviour’s preach- 

' ing had long and established prejudices to en- 
counter, there it met opposition. And the in- 
veteracy of that opposition was much in pro- 
pertion to the strength of the people’s attach- 
ment to their blind guides. But where this 
blind attachment to popular prejudices did not 
exist, we do not find this opposition excited; 
no not against the Saviour himself. St. Mark 
(xii. 37.) informs us that “ the common peuple 
heard him gladly.” And St. Luke, (viii. 40) 
on a particular occasion, says, “the peuple 
gladly received him, for they were all waiting 
for him.” 

Our readers will easily perceive from the a- 
bove quotations, that the opposition to our Sa- 
viour’s doctrine did not arise from any thing that 
was odious in the doctrine itself, even to wick- 
ed people. Such people usually allow the beau- 
ty of virtue and holiness in theory, and look 
with some sort of veneration on those who prac- 
tice these principles, though they do not love to 
practice the same themselves. Who then were 
the bitter opposers of our Lord and his apostles ? 
The Scribes and the Pharisees. They were 
men of popular influence. They had been long 
and thoroughly initiated in the popular usages 
and established customs of their age and nation. 


in this place. Our friend says, “‘ In the apos- 
tles’ days, truth excited the fears of men, and 
caused them to be anxious about their salvation. 
Why then, if Universalism be truth, is no alarm 
produced at the present day, under the preach- 
ing of this doctrine?” After stating these ques- 
tions, in which our opposer seems to take for 
granted more than we are willing to allow, he 
proceeds to say, “ The doctrines of the apostles 
brought multitudes to repentance, and to the 
practiee of godliness; but Universalism produ- 
ces no such effects in the present age.” Did 
we feel ourselves under the necessity of acced- 
ing to this last statement, we acknowledge. 
there would be something formidable inthe ob- 
jection; bnt we are disposed to maintaim an op- 
posite yround. In doing this, we do not appre- 
hend we shall be under any necessity of calling 
the sincerity of our friend in question. All will 
allow that the same things often appear differ- 
ent to opposers than they do to friends. The 
writer whom we are now answering, is opposed 
to our views, and therefore does not judge of 
them through their own medium, but though his 
peculiar and opposite sentiments. We do not 
therefore, think it strange, that they should ap- 
pear to him with a degree of disadvantage.— 
But the trying point, in this case, depends upon 
a due decision of what is meant by the word 
repentance. When this is ascertained, and it 





is further ascertained that no Universalists ex- 
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perience repentance, we confess, we shall find} 
ourselves brought to a darker side of the ques- 
tion, than we have heretofore been able to real- 
ize. But what are we to understand by repen- 
tance ? That we may the better understand this 
question, let us look at the motives the scrip-| 
tures present, to enforce this exercise. It is| 
well known that when Jesus Christ, and John 
his harbinger, preached repentance, they en- 
forced the idea by saying, “ The kingdom of 
heaven is at hand.” This kingdom is explain- 
ed io be righteousness, and peace, and joy in 
the Holy Spirit. (Rom. xiv. 17.) Righteousness, 
and peace, and joy in the holy spirit, then, are 
the grand motives which the kingdom ot God of- 
fers to lead men to repentance. It appears trom 
the scriptures, that men often mistake on this 
subject, “ not knowing that the goodness of God 
leadeth to repentance.” Rom. ii.4. Our op- 
poser would, no doubt, wish to add ; but it must 
be a sorrow for sin. Very true; butit is not 
to be forgotten, that this sorrow should be of a 
sodly sort; it must be such as a thirst for right- 
eousness, and peace, and joy in the holy spirit 
‘vould naturally inspire, and not a serrow which | 
is the fruit of slavish fear, or a sorrow for the 
world, which is death. Repentance, then, em- 


fections are changed from bad objects to good 
ones, and they manifest their fruits in those prac- 
tical virtues, which are righteous, just and good. 
Are ovr oppusers prepared to say, that Univer- 
salists are destitute of this kind of reformation? 
If they will be good enough to open their eyes, 
we are confident they will see too many living 
testimonies to answer this question in the affir- 
mative. 

If it be necessary to preach the terrors of pun- 





ishment to the wicked, we believe the doctrine | 
of the restoration has every advantage over that | 
of endless misery. Themore rational the doc- | 
trine of punishments appear, in the same pro-| 
portion will they be calculated to restrain and re- 

form. But the doctrine of endless. misery, as | 
its own friends frequently allow, has nothing 
that appears rational to the wicked. They of- | 
ten think it is reserved for some others, more | 
wicked than themselves. Of course it is neces- | 
sary for a man to be converted, or meet, at. 
least, with some change of mind, to acquiesce | 
in the rationality of the doctrine. And when he | 


ly influenced by the principles of their religious 
theory, whether good or bad. Though we may 
have much to lament in the moral conduct of 
many Universalists, we do not believe they fall 
short of other denominations in point of integ- 
rity as many people imagine. Nay, if se may 
speak ourown eulugy, we belive, asa body, we 
are not a whit behina the very best of them,— 
In saying this, we do not feel tu boast of our vir- 
tues ; for we are sensible that in many things 
we come short of our duty. 

Passing over many valuable remarks in the 
piece under consideration, we proceed to notice 
what our writer calls a fact, which is, that “a 
vast majority of these who have the Bible in 
their hands, and examine it for themselves with- 
out note or comment, do believe in the absolute 
eternity of future punishment.” But how is it 
that people examine the Bible without note or 
comment ? Have not the greater part of them 
been taught to believe in the doctrine of endless 
misery, before they were able to read the Bible ? 
And when able to read this book, have they not 
grown up under the constant instructions of 
preachers, parents and gurdians, who believed 
and enforced the doctrine ? 

These questions must be answered in thesffir- 
mative, and are amply sufficient to do away the 
force of the position which the writer has ta- 
ken. 

Respecting the idea of men’s deciding for so 
long a period of time, contrary to their interest- 
ed feelings on this subject, there are a variety 
of considerations which might be offered to o- 
pen ard explain the subject. 

We acknowledge, in the first place that uni- 
versal salvation is more agreeable to the feelings 
of any class of people, that endless misery, when- 
ever they consider themselves particularly in- 
terested in either of the doctrines. And we ac- 
knowledge, again, that where men believe con- 
trary to interest, it argues that their faith is found- 
ed on the stronger testimony, taken in the light 
in which that testimony appears to them. But 
all will acknowledge that the strongest appear- 
ance oftestimony is not always the strongest 
appearance of testimony in reality. For we of- 
ten have wrong views of testimony, which is al- 
ways the case when we believe in error. 

There is one impurtant consideration which 
may justly have a claim in this place. That is, 
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thinks he is thus converted, he begins to think that very few who strenuously support the doc- 
he is not a subject of its appaling gloom, nor | trine of endless misery, consider themselves the 
will he be restrained from evil, by a direful subjects of it, or very much exposed to it. They 
dread of its influence. ' believe it, not for themselves, but for others. — 


Our friend has told us that “ Universalism 
is a doctrine which produces a great practical 
effect on the lives of men;” but has not told | 
us what this practical effect is. We however. 
conclude from his unfavorable opinion of the 
doctrine, expressed in other parts of his letter, 
that it must be bad. Now we do not conceive 


They may, therefore, become interested in that 
which is not interesting to their fellow creatures. 
As at this day endless misery is a popular idea, 
and men are interested in popularity; it re- 
quires, therefore, no extraordinary discernment, 


‘to see that men may support endless misery 


from feelings of interest, though the subject itselt 


that the moral and religious character of any | is opposed to the common feelings of humanity. 
people, is any test of the truth of their doctrine. | And it is from this consideration, undoubtedly, 
For we do not suppose that every person is ful- | that it has acquired a portion of its support, dur- 
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ing a great portion of the ages in which it bas 
been believed. This remark, we are confident 
will hold true, let the final issue of the question 
concerning the truth of the doctrine turn which 
way it will. 

There are many doctrines which are very re- 
pugnantto human feelings, which have in their 
day. become popular. The sacrificing of chil- 
dren to false gods, may be reckoned among the 
number. These sacrifices, however crossing to 
parental affection, have been submitted to with 
as much zeal and devotion, as the sincere chris- 
tian offers his services of prayer and praise to 
Almighty God. 

The Mahometan religion is of more than a 
thousand years standing, and has been believed 
and supported by millions of the human tace ; 
yet this circumstance no more staggers the faith 
of our writer and his coadjuturs, than it does 
ours. How does it appear that a Mahometan 
could not plead all the advantages in his favor, 
avising from antiquity and the opposition of in- 
terested feelings, that our friend endeavors to 
urge against us ? His mode of argning would 
likewise furnish the Roman Catholics with 
strong claims against us both. What, under 
this last head, which our friend is pleased to 
call a “ fact,” has he offered, that a Catholic 
would not urge against him, inthe same manner 
in which he has urged them against us ? 

On this subject we might particularize, but 
we do not think it necessary, and besides, we 
have not room for much enlargement at this 
time. If any thing further is thought necessa- 





ry on this subject, we must ask the indulgence 

of the new editor of this work, at some future | 
opportunity. What were thought the most | 
important arguments against our sentiments, 
we have noticed, leaving a few others entirely 
to the reflection of our readers. The grand 
decision on the point in question, rests directly 
on the law and testimony. According as these 
teach, without reference to What has been be- 
lieved by those who have gone before us, so let 
us learn, believe, and practice. 


e—_— 


_-¥ROM TRE CHRISTIAN TELESCOPE. 
“ AMERICAN TRACT SOCIETY,” acai. 


We have seen the rise of this Society, and 
have been certified that its projectors are cler- 
gymen of the Calvinistic and Hopkinsian faith. 
Their thirst for popularity and power has long 
been a subject of public notoriety, and in some 
instances of severe animadversion. That their 
conduct in certain cases has been such as justly 
to.expose them to censure, is too obvious to be 
denied. One of them (Dr. Proudfit,) was the 
person who instituted the plan for causing the 
tracts, replete with pious fable, if not with fraud, 
to be introduced into common scliools through- 
out the state of New-York 3 and by the assistance 
of numerous others in sacerdotal robes, suc- 





ceeded in rendering Mr. Secretary ¥ ates, euper- 


entendext of common schools in the before men: 
tioned state, subservient to their designs and 
the obsequious instrument of clerical ambition. 
This bold attempt, to establish an ecclesiastical 
denomination, lauded by the minions of the 
Presbyterian clergy in the state of New-York, 
not only evinces the domineering and appres- 
sive spirit by which they are actuated, but in 
consequence of being viewed in the spirit of for- 
bearance, flatters them with hopes of success in 
a more extensive enterprise. This new enter- 
prise presents itself in the formation of a NA- 
TIONAL TRACT SOCIETY. 

The very name of this Society indicates an 

extensive design. Why was it christened The 
American tract Society ?Auswer, because, for 
several reasons, this name is most compatible 
with the design of Reverend Authors and abet- 
tors— 
1. That it might serve as a focus for the con- 
centration of all the exertions of minor institu- 
tions in this country, and diffuse its influence 
through every section of the land. ‘The other 
establishments of a similar nature are not capa- 
ble of exerting a very extensive influence, in 
consequence of their being known to be the off- 
spripg of particular sects, or religious parties. 
These,therefore, must be novrished and streigth- 
ened, otherwise the very diminished credit 
which they still retain will be cotally lost. 

2. This Society is doubtless designed to op- 
erate as a fountain, to send forth tracts (adias 
frightful stories,) in quantities sufficient to sup- 
ply the whole Continent of America! This 
would unquestionably raise the fame of its pi- 
ous projectors, and make an easy market for 
the numerous hordes of young missionaries, 


'who have little or nothing besides the names of 


these Rev. Doctors to recommend them to the 
notice and favor of the public. And who knows 
but what these young divines may, by observ- 
ing the cautious rules prescribed by their Rev. 
Instructors, become Doctors in their turn, and 
finally enjoy .a large proportion of their repre- 
sentative labors! At any rate, they can be- 
come nseful to their employers; for if they 
should be found incapable of preaching, they 
might peddle tracts, augment the funds of this 
great institution, and trumpet, to no small ad- 
vantage, the fame and the wisdom of its foun- 
ders ! 

3. By professing to make a comnion cause 
with all denominations, the authors of this in- 
stitution doubtless expect to avoid any suspi- 
cion of a design to aggrandize themselves ; and 
which is the only effectual .means by which 
they can secure so desirable an object. For if 
they can induce persons of all denominations 
to contribute a part of their substance to enrich 
that society, :nd extend its road to power it is 
rendered both plain and easy. 

4. By furnishing this society with a great 
national appellation, it is probaUle that a dis- 
tant prospect, to say the least, is entertained, 
that it may receive the sanction of the Genera! 
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Government, and derive additional popularity 
and strength by donations trom the National 
Treasury. Should this institution be taken 
under the patronage of our government, no bar- 
riers could be reared to prevent a national re- 
ligious establishment and test, unless they could 
be found in the horrors of a civil war ! 

Is there no danger of an attempt for such an 
establishment, growing out of tnis society >— 
Would the authors and friends of this institution 
support a prox, when they come to the polls, 
who were unfavorable to their views in respect 
to the Tract Society? We cannot suppose 
thatthey would. The inference follows, there- 
fore, that its friends are to be supported, and its 
enemies denied a seat in the national and state 
legisiatures. ‘The numerous efforts which have 
been made from time to time by the clergy of 
our own, and of other countries, justify the con- 
clusion, that wealth and power are the grand 
objects in view. These, once secured, and the 
requiem of religious liberty is chanted, and per- 
secution, proscription and death completes the 
dismal picture of human depravity ! 


HELL. 

“The word, savs. Dr, A. Clarke, is derived 
from the Anglo-Saxon Helan, which signifies to 
cover, conceal or hide ; and hence the tilings 
or covering of a house, and the cover of books 
are to this day called Heltug, and the phrase to 
hell is still used as synonymous with to cover or 
hide in several of the western counties of Eng- 
land, especially Cornwall and Lancaster. ‘Thus 
the true and primitive meaning of the word held, 
was perfectly accordant with the idea suggested 
by the Hebrew sheol and the Greek hades ; for 
as nouns, all the three words imply something 
unseen, concealed or invisible; and have there- 
fore been employed with propriety to convey 
the notion of an unseen world, the grave or 
state of the dead in general. Similar are the 
sentiments of the fearned Archbishop Usher, 
expressed in his Treatise De Lim. Patr. “ We 
have no word in the Frevch or Enyzlish lan- 
guage to express the idea conveyed by the He- 
brew sheol, the Greek hades, or the Latin inferi 
Our Englisis word hell bad anciently this mean- 
ing ; being derived from the German hill, to 
hide. Hence the ancient Irish used to say ¢ hill 
the head, meaning to cover the head. So that 
our hell then answered to the Greek hades, 
which signifies an unseen place.” Drs. S. and 
A. Clarke, Campbell, Whitby, and others, ap- 
probate the above definition of hell, and har- 
moniously unite in opinion, that hell originally 
answered to the Greek and Hebrew terms, but 
ought not to be used in the modern sense, as the 
translation of sheol or hades. 

Huw strange then, that from the term hell, 
Should have arisen those dreadful notions, which 
are so assidiously propagated in the world, and 
which men of fruitfo! imaginations have so ef- 
fectually made to operate as the means of delu- 
s'on and aggrandizement. It is not, however, 
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surprising that superstition should act most pow- 
erfully on the fears of her votaries, since the hu- 
man fancy can paint with greater energy the 
misery, than the bliss of a future state. With 
the two simple ideas of darkness and fire, we 
can create a sensation of pain, which may be 
aggravated to an indefinite degree, by adding 
the idea of endless duration. Hence from the 
greater facility of depicting the horrors which 
distract the mind or ruin the peace of society, 
hell, which contains just as much happiness as 
misery, in its idea, came to be used by religious 
impostors of every description, as a fit engine to 
awe the mind of the credulous into that pliabil- 
ity, necessary to favor the views of the avari- 
cious priest or tyrannical monarch.—Tuomr 
son’s Lecrures. 


FROM THE RELIGIOUS INQUIRER. 
WILLINGNESS TO BE DAMNED. 


It is held by many, that if any one wish to receive 
salvation atthe hand of God, he must, first ofall, be 
*“ willing to bedamned.” It has been declared from 
the pulpit that this is the fact; that none, except 
those who are willing to be cast off forever, can be 
saved. 

When such an idea is advanced, we are naturally 
led to inquire cui bono, and what consistency is dis- 
coverable in this doctrine? In the preaching of the 
idea or doctrine above stated, we are able to discover 
neither consistency nor benefit. It appears to us 
that it is somewhatinconsistent for a man to urge his 
hearers, by all their lve of hanpiness, and by al! 
their dread of misery, to “flee for refuge to Christ,” 
that they may escape the ** wrath to come,” and in 
the next breath inform them that it is necessary for 
each to be perfectly ** willing to be damned.” Wil! 
this willingness ** to be damned” be likely to induce 
men to strive to obtain salvation? Is it not extreme- 
ly iaconsistent to place in connexion two ideas so op- 
posite as these? However, these, who advance these 
ideas, evince no small degree of artfulness in one 
respect, for they arc careful that their hearers shall 
not be convinced too soon that it necessary to be 
‘* willing to be damned,” as this would destroy the in- 
tended effect; thisis therefore kept out of sight, un- 
til they are inquiring what they must dotobe saved; 
then, if the preacher be confideut that their passions 
are sufficiently excited, and their minds so far blind- 
ed, that they will not discover the absurdity of the 
idea, he gravely informs them, that in order to be 
saved, they must * be willing,” &c. So much for 
the consistency of this idea. 

We next inquire, where is its advantage? If the 
salvation of man depend on his own works, will this 
*: willingness” cause him to exert himself to obtain 
it? Wall it not rather render him indifferent as to 
the event? On the other hand, if salvation be of 
‘‘ grace,” apd not of works, then we ask what possi- 
ble difference it can make as to the event, whethe; 
man be or be not “ willing to be damned?” unless 
this ** willingness” might reconcile him to his situa 
tion, should he chance to be cast off. 

But this doctrine appears to us, as not only useless, 
in regard to the final salvation of man, but as licen- 
tious in its tendeney in this life. If man believe, 
(as many do) that sin is not punished in this world, 
and if he be perfectly “ willing to be damned” in that 
which is to come, what will hinder him from sinning ? 
itcannot be the fear of punishment bere, for this is 
not believed to be inflicted; it cannot be the fear of 
punishment hereafter, or in other words, of “* endless 
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damnation,” for this he is “ willing” to endure, and 
it surely cannot be the love of Gud, because he is 
equaily as willing to blaspheme his name to all eter- 
nity, as to sing his praises in heaven. This appears 
from the consideration, that it is generally held by 
the believers in endless misery, that those, who are 
in torment, will continually blaspheme God ; if then 
man be “ willing to be damned,” it follows that Le 
is willing to blaspheme God eternally, therefore love 
to God can have no possible influence on bis actions. 
Man then may say, | will sin when I choose, and if 
I goto heaven, why, it is well, and if Tam seat to 
hell, it is just as well—I am altogether willing. In 
the one sense, [ean praise God--in the other, I can 
bluspheme him, and both will be equally pleasant-— 
Dove not this doctrine appear inconsistent, useless and 
LUCIUS, 


licentious ? 


QUESTIONS. 

1. If God created all men for happiness, what 
will prevent the completion of his design ? as Le 
possesses all wisdom, power and goodness, 
woiks all things after the counsel of his own will, 
and does whatever his soul desires. 

2. If he created a part for misery, why does 
he pretend to offer them felicity ? as the wisdum 
of Heaven is without partiality or hypocrisy, 
and as with God there is no respect of persons. 

3. Ifhe created all for heaven, but kirows that 
only a pat will enjoy it, why does he involve 
his conduct in inconsistency, by striving to save 
those from ruin, whom he knows he can never 
benefit ? 


ORTHODOX HONESTY. 

A communication in the “‘ Connecticut Observer,” 
(an orthodox missionary journal) under the title of 
* The Expositor,” appeared not long since, in which 
the writer attempts to show the propriety of pray- 
ing to God for the destruction and misery of unbe- 
lievers. Such desires he considers perfectly recon- 
cileable with the merciful examples of our great Re- 


deemer, and the most benevolent feelings of the | 


Christian heart. We are glad to learn, that an arti- 
cle so entirely consistent with the orthodox faith, and 
no doubt, with the rea/ orthodox feelings, has been 
published to the world., Liberal and discerning 
Christians have ever looked upon it as totally absurd, 
for Calvinists to pretend to pray for the salvation of 
reprobates. Sach pretensions are not prayers; for 
how can they seriously pray to God for those, whom 
He created to be objects of his infinite hatred, and to 
suffer the endless vengeance of his unpacifiable 
wrath ? 





Education is a companion which no misfortune can 


depress—no clime destroy—no enemy alienate—no | 
| And words of peace the spirit cheer, 


despotism enslave. At home, a friend—abroad an 


introduction—in solitude a solace—in society an cr- | 
nament. It chastens vice—it guides virtue—it gives | 


at once, grace and government to genins. Without 
it, what isman? .A splendid slave! a reasoning 
savage! vascillating between the dignity of an in- 
telligence derived from God, and the degradation of 
passions participated with brutes. Phillips. 





RELIGIOUS FANATICISM. 
_ Aremarkable instance of the cruel and fatal ef- 
fects of fanaticism was lately exhibited in the town of 
Sanboraten, N. H. 
unwell, who belonged to asect calling themselves 


* Osgoodites, and who professed to have power to heal 


diseases. She was allowed by the leaders of the sect 
no other aid, during her severe illness, than thei 
prayers, which were continued with singing, &c. for 
three weeks, when they finally consented that a 
physician should be called. He was, however, cal.- 
led too Jate. She died in about three days after- 
ward. Her infant child was buried without a coffin. 
and it is stated that.she would have been buried in 
the same manner had not the more rational citizens 
interfered. —Ch. Register. 
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! will sing praise to thy name, O thou most High. 
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In the following lines the conception of the being and 


and expressed in language elegant and sublime 


Hail! Sov’reign Goodness! infinite and free; 

Thine eye the light, thy span immensity ! 

Thyself the centre, and creation’s soul ! 

Whose vast circumference circumscribes the whole ; 





Extends o’er all its penetrating sway, 

And kindles darkness, or puts out the day. 

| From whom conceal’d no secret thought can rise, 

| Escape thy notice, or deceive thine eyes, 

| Known ere its birth, known ere in embrro warm’¢. 
| By words depicted or in action form’d ; 

| Trac’d from its point thy spirit marks its course. 
, Directs its motion, or repels its force. 

| To gain some end, or frustrate some design, 

| Alike thy justice. and thy love combine. 

| Searcher of hearts! to thee are equal known 

The mind of millions, as the mind of one. 

Who would not feas, who would not kiss thy hand - 


Fall at thy word, or rise at thy command ? 


A THOUGHT ON DEATH. 


By Mrs. Barbauld.— Written at her 80th year 


When life in opening buds is sweet, 

And golden hopes the spirit greet, 

And youth prepares his joys te meet, 
Alas! how hard it is to die ! 





When scarce is seized some borrowed prize 
And duties press ; and tender ties 
Forbid the soul from earth to rise, 

How awful then it is to die ! 


When one by one those ties are torn, 
And friend from friend is snatched forlorn. 
And man is left alone to mourn, 

Ab! then how easy ’tis to die! 


When trembling limbs refuse their weight 
And films, siow gathering, dim the sight, 
And clouds obscure the mental light, 

*Tis nature’s precious boon to dic ! 





When faith is strong, and conscience clear 


And visioned glories half appear, 

"Tis joy, ‘tis triumph then to die ! 

SORROW. 

O sacred sorrow, by whom souls are tried, 
Sent not to punish mortals, but to guide ; 
If thou art mine (and who shall proudly dare 
To tell his Maker he has bad his share ?) 
Still let me feel for what thy pangs are sent, 





i 
A young woman, was taken | pusLisayp EVERY FRIDAY. AT $- PER ANN. PAYA- 


} 


And be my guide, and not my punishment. 
_ a 
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the power of the ALmiaury, are great and august, — 
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